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OcTOBER 1, 1951.—Ordered to be printed 


McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 


the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany 8. 43] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 43) for the relief of Joseph Flury Paluy, having considered the 
same, reports favorably thereon with an amendment and recommends 
that the bill, as amended, do pass. 


AMENDMENT 


On line 5 strike the name “Fleury” and insert in lieu thereof the 
name “Flury”’. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill, as amended, is to grant a waiver of the 
excluding provision of the immigration laws relating to the commis- 
sion of a crime involving moral turpitude ia behalf of Joseph Flury 
Paluy so that he may qualify for admission into the United States 
for permanent residence. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The beneficiary of the bill is a 42-year-old native and citizen of 
France. His wife is a native of Italy and a citizen of France and is 
a sister of Mr. Joseph Patrucco who is a citizen of the United States 
residing in Reno, Nev. The record discloses that on March 6, 1946, 
in Paris, France, the beneficiary of the bill was convicted of theft and 
concealment of stolen goods and sentenced to 8 months’ imprisonment 
and fined 3,600 frances. On appeal the Paris Court of Appeals ruled 
that his punishment be changed from 8 months’ imprisonment to a 
year’s suspended sentence. The record discloses that the beneficiary 
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of the bill had taken some supplies from the club where he was em- 
ployed as assistant manager. 

A letter dated August 16, 1951, to the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary from the Deputy Attorney General with 
reference to the case reads as follows: 

Avucust 16, 1951. 
Hon. Par McCarran, 
Chairman, Commattee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: This is in response to vour request for the views of the 
Department of Justice relative to the bill (S. 43) for the relief of Joseph Fleury 
Paluy, an alien. 

The bill would provide that, notwithstanding the provisions of the eleventh 
category of section 3 of the Immigration Act of 1917, as amended (8 U. 8S. C. 
136 (e)), Joseph Fleury Paluy of Paris, Franee, may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence provided he is found otherwise admissible under 
the provisions of the immigration laws. 

The files of the Immigration and Naturalization Service of this Department 
disclose that Mr. Paluy is about 43 vears of age, and is a citizen of France. Ac- 
cording to Mr. Joseph Patrucco, of Reno, Nev., Mr. Paluy is married to his sister, 
Lucia Patrucco Paluy, and resides in Paris, France. Mr. Paluy further stated 
that Mrs. Paluy was born in Italy and is now a citizen of France, and that the alien 
is a hotel clerk by occupation and is employed as a hotel clerk for a British com- 
pany which operates hotels in the Paris area. According to Mr. Patrucco, Mr. 
and Mrs. Paluy had filed applications for immigration visas, but their applications 
had been denied because the alien had stolen some food from his employer for 
his own use, and had been arrested on a moral turpitude charge. Mr. Patrucco 
believes that the matter is still pending. Mr. Patrucco stated that he is part 
owner of Eugene’s Restaurant in Reno, and that if Mr. and Mrs. Paluy are per- 
mitted to enter this country they will be given living quarters at the Patrucco 
residence. 

The eleventh category of section 3 of the act of February 5, 1917, provides for 
the exclusion from admission into the United States of those persons who have 
been convicted of or admit having committed a felony or other crime or misde- 
meanor involving moral turpitude. Assuming that the alien has been convicted 
of or admits having committed a felony or other crime or misdemeanor involving 
moral turpitude, he would be mandatorily excludable from the United States. 
The record fails to present any facts which would warrant the enactment of special 
legislation exempting him from the operation of the general immigration laws, 
which were enacted by the Congress for the protection of the American people. 

Accordingly, the Department of Justice is unable to recommend enactment 
of the bill. 

Yours, sincerely, 
Peyton Forp, 
Deputy Attorney General. 


The files of the Senate Committee on the Judiciary contain the 
following documents in connection with the case: 


Marcu 20, 1946. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

This is to certify that Mr. Joseph Paluy was employed in thi; club as assistant 
manager from the fall of 1944 until February 12, 1946. Up until the time of Mr. 
Paluy’s arrest, we had no reason to question his honesty. He handled all the 
accounts and the cash for the club, which ran into considerable sums of money. 
Although the books have been audited through headquarters accounting depart- 
me vt, there is no evidence of any shortage. 

The investigation of Mr. Paluy’s home was conducted at our instigation and 
was one of several made simultaneously. When Red Cross articles were found, 
we felt it advisable to press charges, not so much for punishment of Mr. Paluy 
as for the psychological effect on the balance of the staff. We did not anticipate 
that such a severe sentence would result. We felt at that tine and still do that 
Mr. Pauly had more than paid for his error in the humiliation of the actual 
arrest. 
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We have recently learned from Mrs. Paluy that the case is to be reviewed 
within the next few weeks. In light of Mr. Paluy’s performance and record, 
which up to the time of this incident were faultless, and considering his present 
state of health, we agreed to investigate some of the statements made with regard 
to the procurement of some of the articles which were taken from the Paluy’s 
home as supposedly stolen goods. 

For your infgrmation and on behalf of Mr. Paluy, I can nowstate definitely from 
information secured from the previous director, Miss Adeline Bostelmann, now 
stationed in Bremen, Germany, that gift packages were made to the civilian staff 
in this club on December 16, 1945, by both the Red Cross and the Army, which 
were then jointly operating the club. These packages were presented on that 
date since it was the official closing of the Army mess and the withdrawal of the 
Army from the club. These packages contained, among other articles: Soap, 
candy, chocolate, biscuits, Nescafe, and other small items. 

It is also my understanding from Miss Bostelmann that it was the Army practice 
to issue a bar of soap weekly to the civilian staff for laundry purposes. This was 
not an uncommon practice in the clubs in Paris, since arrangements could not 
always be made for the laundering of the work clothes and soap was provided to 
the staff for this purpose. 

I have contacted Lieutenant Dundorff who was in charge of the Army operations 
in the club prior to December 16, 1945. Lieutenant Dundorff has also confirmed 
the above statements and is submiting to us a letter of confirmation. 

We hope the above information will be helpul to you in your review of this case 
and that you will find it possible to consider a less severe punishment in light of 
these facts. 


DoroTHy VILLIGER. 


HOLLAND OFFICE, 
MiniraryY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE, 
UNITED States Forces, EvuROPEAN THEATER, 
March 18, 1946. 
Subject: Mr. Paluis, Illegal Possession United States Property. 
To: Director, Columbia Club, American Red Cross. 

In response to your request for information concerning the possession of United 
States Army or American Red Cross property by civilians in employ of Columbia 
Club, and bookkeeper Paluis in particular, I wish to state first that I am very 
much displeased that he should have been found to have such materials in the 
quantities mentioned in the telephone conversation from your office. When I 
cleared the Columbia Club officially I had the assurance of both him and of M. 
Dufeyte that all of the soap supply entrusted to him had been used, and that the 
liquor supply had been turned in completely to Army supply. In checking storage 
space before leaving I saw neither of these items. Therefore, considering the 
trust I placed in them, I am not prone to submit too strong a support to their 
cases in this matter. However, in the interest of objectivity I submit the following 
insofar as it may be valuable. 

1. During the first months I directed Army messing and billeting facilities of 
the Columbia Club, I personally gave authorization to furnish each civilian em- 
ployee a quantity of soap to insure their personal and uniform cleanliness while 
on the job. However, this quantity averaged about one standard bar 10-in-1 
ration soap or ‘“‘GI”’ soap per 2-week period. The actual distribution of this soap 
I had entrusted to the surveillance of the civilian director and his assistant, M. 
Paluis. 

2. As aresult of the friendly relations between M. Paluis and several members 
of the Army staff, I have no doubt that bottles from the liquor supply were given 
to him as gifts. This was never authorized by myself, and the quantity so given 
could not have exceeded several bottles of cointreau, benedictine, or wine. 

3. I had directed distribution of excess boxes of 10-in-1 crackers, excess candies 
(chocolate and hard candy—excess determined after twice being presented at the 
entrance to the mess), some packets of 10-in-1 cigarettes, and 10-in-1 ration toilet 
paper. This was done three times in all, but was halted when a clarifying directive 
was sent out from mess headquarters in early December. 

4. No sugar was ever authorized to be taken out by civilians in any quantity. 

Under the circumstance, M. Paluis may easily have come in possession of the 
above-mentioned items, the quantity increased twofold by the fact that his wife, 
also employed by the Columbia Club, received the same items. Under no cir- 
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cumstances, though, should he have had appreciable quantities of any of these 
materials. 

I should appreciate receiving more details about the case such as the items and 
quantities concerned, and the exact nature of the sentence assigned to M. Paluis. 
I personally feel that unless such quantities amount to cases of each item, the 
sentence of 8 months’ imprisonment is not justified and should be considered for 
reduction, 

RicHarp F. Denpore, 
First Lieutenant, Infantry. 


The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the bill (S. 43), as amended, should be enacted. 
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